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Recommendation:  
THAT the Council of the Township of Woolwich, receive report DS31-2021 regarding 
proposed amendments to the Draft Odour Guidelines as posted on the Environmental 
Registry of Ontario (ERO) for information purposes.  

Background:  
The Province has released the Draft Guidelines to address Odour for review on the 
Environmental Registry of Ontario (ERO) for review and comment by July 3, 2021.  
These proposed guidelines would replace or update the current guidelines.  The registry 
posting notes:  
 
“proposing guidance on how industrial facilities, development proponents and other 
members of the regulated community can anticipate, prevent, and address odour issues 
that could be of concern to local residents. 
 
The guidance would help ensure there is: 

• less regulatory uncertainty for facilities 
• better coordination with land planning decisions 
• more effective remediation of issues caused by odour mixtures 

Our proposed guidance will provide more clarity on how to identify, prevent, manage, 
and remediate human health and environmental impacts caused by emitted odour. It 
includes: 
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• clarification on the requirements for potentially odorous facilities applying for an 

Environmental Compliance Approval (ECA) under section 20.2 of 
the Environmental Protection Act 

• clarification for facilities preparing an Odour Study required by the Renewable 
Energy Approvals Regulation (Ontario Regulation 359/09) 

• tools to more effectively anticipate and prevent odour issues for new sources of 
odour and speed up remediation efforts 

• a process for assessing, mitigating and minimizing odour impacts when a new 
development is proposed, which supports the proposed Land Use Compatibility 
Guideline 

• additional resources for facilities when assessing odours or when preparing a 
Technology Benchmarking Report for odour 

• considerations for laboratories in Ontario that assess odour 
By using this guidance, facilities will be able to identify potential odour sources before 
they are operational and speed up remediation efforts. They will also have best 
practices and recommendations available to help them mitigate odorous sources over 
time. 
 
Other information – proposed phase-in period 
We (the Province) will consider comments on this proposal when finalizing Ontario’s 
guidance for odour mixtures. We are proposing that the environmental compliance 
approval application requirements outlined in this proposal be phased in 6 months when 
adopted.” 
 
In addition, the Ministry plans to standardize a number of elements in terms of reporting 
and providing checklists.  The ERO posting goes into some technical details and 
speaks to ECA and other compliance requirements.  For the purposes of this report, 
staff will focus on the Planning Act implications.   
 
Note – text in italics are direct quotes from the draft guideline information.  

Comments: 
The intent of the new guidelines is to “help facilities, municipalities and other land use 
planning authorities avoid or minimize and mitigate potential adverse effects due to 
odour. The odour guidance and tools will support and link to the separate Land Use 
Compatibility Guideline (LUCG) proposal to replace several existing D-Series 
Guidelines by outlining an approach to assess odours as part of the land use planning 
stage, and if required, a process to minimize and mitigate odours.  
 
The proposed odour guideline provides a clear, consistent and flexible set of technical 
requirements and tools for the ministry, planning authorities and regulated facilities. 
These resources will help:  
• Focus on preventing odour impacts rather than simply reacting to them;  
• Support industry investment in best practices/management technologies, resulting in 
cost savings down the line;  

https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/90e19
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/regulation/090359
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• Speed up remediation efforts; and  
• Reduce regulatory uncertainty for any facility with potential odour issues and clarify 
requirements related to Environmental Compliance Approvals (ECAs).  
 
The odour guideline is intended to be read with the separate LUCG proposal for an 
awareness of what to include as part of compatibility studies related to odour. Together 
with the LUCG, the requirements outlined in this odour guideline will inform the ministry, 
planning authorities, proponents and/or owners and operators of sensitive land uses 
and major facilities on how to prevent potential adverse effects resulting from odour and 
ensure odour is assessed and addressed at the land use planning stage or ECA 
application stage.” 
 
The Province is proposing to break down uses into the following Tiers.  
  

• Tier 1 – (low risk) but if properly managed should be able to operate without 
impacting a receptor outside of the setback.  Examples include – printing ink 
manufacturing, asphalt paving mixture, municipal and private communal 
wastewater facilities, crematorium, meat processing.   

• Tier 2 – (high risk) potential to cause significant odours.  Operation should have a 
Best Management Practices Plan (BMPP) to minimize odours.  Examples: 
cooking or drying animal products, municipal wastewater facilities, food frying, 
waste transfer stations.   

• Tier 3 – (significant risk) likely to cause significant odours.  Should develop a 
BMPP and look to odour control strategies.  Examples: large wastewater 
treatment facilities, wet corn milling, anaerobic digesting, rendering, animal or 
poultry slaughtering. 

 
When a Planning Act application triggers the need for an odour study (i.e., proposing a 
sensitive land use is within the Area of Influence (AOI) or Minimum Separation Distance 
(MSD)), the compatibility studies will determine whether adverse effects to sensitive 
land uses from an existing or planned major facility or impacts to major facilities are 
expected.  
 

• If a compatibility study shows that adverse effects to sensitive land uses or 
impacts to major facilities are expected at a proposed separation distance, 
mitigation measures must be identified. Implementation of identified mitigation 
measures must be required as part of the planning approval process, and they 
must be maintained over time.  

• If a proposed new sensitive land use is located within the AOI of a major facility 
and mitigation measures are identified or if a proposed new sensitive land use is 
located in the MSD of a major facility, a Demonstration Of Need study is 
required. 

 
Overall, the guidelines a clearer that the current guidelines based on more recent 
technical data.  The same concept of attempting to separate incompatible uses will 
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continue as well as using methods to reduce or mitigate any potential concerns where 
appropriate.   
 
It is likely that the changes will increase the need for studies to be completed, which 
then increases costs to develop, may limit intensification proposals and is likely to 
trigger the need for peer reviews, which also increases the costs.  
 
As the implementation and approval of the studies is by the Region, Township staff will 
need to continue to work with the Region in regard to the review of such studies and its’ 
subsequent implementation.  Working together to determine when studies are required 
and then the desired methodology and format of the same will help in reviewing these 
reports.  
 
Township staff have no recommended changes or comments to the Province in regard 
to the proposed changes.  This report is for information purposes only.   
 
Interdepartmental Impacts:  None  

Financial Impacts:  None 

Strategic Plan Impacts: 
• Planning for Growth and Exploring Economic Development Opportunities 

o Ensuring managed and sustainable community growth and development 

Conclusion: 
This report be received for information purposes, for Council to be aware of the 
proposed changes to the Compatibility Guidelines as proposed by the Province. 

Attachments:   
Appendix ‘A’ – Proposed Definitions 
Appendix ‘B’ – Proposed Classification Table   
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APPENDIX A
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APPENDIX B
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